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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shaffer et al. 
(US 6,687,234) hereinafter is referred as Shaffer in view of Rakoshitz et al. (US 6,816,903) 
hereinafter is referred as Rakoshitz. 

Regarding claim 1, Shaffer teaches An Apparatus And Method For Optimal Conference 
Call Renegotiation In Telephony Over LAN Systems. Shaffer teaches a system for optimizing 
network resources for conference calls, comprising: endpoints (102a, 102b, 103a, 103b, Fig. 2, 
end-user terminals) that request the conference calls (see col. 3, lines 4-27); multi-point control 
units (104a, 104b, Fig. 2, MCUs) for supporting conference calls between three or more 
endpoints (see col. 3, line 57 - col. 4, line 2); conferencing based on optimal network cost (see 
col. 3, line 67 - col. 4, line 2) and a gatekeeper (108a, Fig. 2, GK1). 

Shaffer does not teach a resource scheduler for receiving the conference call requests; 
and a gatekeeper communicatively coupled to the resource scheduler for managing the network 
resources. 

Rakoshitz teaches a resource scheduler (205, Fig. 2, a FAIR module control) for 
receiving the conference call requests (see col. 13, line 57 - col. 14, line 5); and a gatekeeper 
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communicatively coupled to the resource scheduler for managing the network resources (see col. 
28, lines 15-17). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time invention was 
made, to employ the policy server as taught by Rakoshitz with the Optimized Network 
Telephone Conferencing System of Shaffer to arrive the claimed invention as specified in claim 
1. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide an efficient network 
bandwidth management for the telephone conferencing system for the purpose of avoiding 
congestion in a telecommunication network (see col. 3, line 65 - col. 4, line 16). 

Regarding claim 2, Shaffer and Rakoshitz teach all claimed limitations set forth in the 
rejection of claim 1. Rakoshitz further teaches wherein the gatekeeper includes a connectivity 
policy module (202, Fig. 2, a traffic policy) for maintaining network policies (see col. 14, line 59 
- col. 15, line 28, admission control). 

Regarding claim 3, Shaffer and Rakoshitz teach all claimed limitations set forth in the 
rejection of claim 2. Rakoshitz further teaches wherein the network policies include network 
bandwidth management policies (208, Fig. 2, a traffic management tool, see col. 10, lines 13- 
22). 

Regarding claim 4, Shaffer and Rakoshitz teach all claimed limitations set forth in the 
rejection of claim 2. Shaffer further teaches wherein the gatekeeper manages the network 
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resources based on the conference call requests and the network policies (see col. 3, line 57 - col. 
4, line 2). 

Regarding claim 5, Shaffer and Rakoshitz teach all claimed limitations set forth in the 
rejection of claim 4. Rakoshitz further teaches wherein the gatekeeper includes a bandwidth 
module communicatively coupled to the connectivity policy module for determining network 
bandwidth availability for the conference call requests (see col. 5, lines 17-30, col. 10, lines 13 - 
col. 12, line 8 and col. 13, line 57 - col. 15, line 28). 

Regarding claim 6, Shaffer and Rakoshitz teach all claimed limitations set forth in the 
rejection of claim 4. Shaffer further teaches a network management system (105, Fig. 3, an 
MCU coordinator) communicatively coupled to the gatekeeper to determine if dynamic 
cascading of the multi-point control units is required for resource optimization (see col. 3, line 39 
- col. 5, line 53, the MCUC 105 determines the optimal MCUs to handle all call requests). 

Regarding claim 7, Shaffer and Rakoshitz teach all claimed limitations set forth in the 
rejection of claim 6. Shaffer further teaches wherein the gatekeeper further includes a cascade 
optimization module (105, Fig. 3, an MCU coordinator) for determining an optimum cascade 
configuration for the multi-point control units (see col. 3, line 39 - col. 5, line 53, the MCUC 
105 determines the optimal MCUs). 
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Regarding claim 8, Shaffer and Rakoshitz teach all claimed limitations set forth in the 
rejection of claim 7. Shaffer further teaches wherein if the network management system 
determines that dynamic cascading of the multi-point control units is required for resource 
optimization, then the gatekeeper determines the optimum cascade configuration for the multi- 
point control units (see col. 3, line 39 - col. 5, line 53, the MCUC 105 determines the optimal 
MCUs to handle all call requests). 

Regarding claim 9, Shaffer teaches An Apparatus And Method For Optimal Conference 
Call Renegotiation In Telephony Over LAN Systems. Shaffer teaches a method for optimizing 
network resources for a conference call, comprising the steps of: endpoints (102a, 102b, 103a, 
103b, Fig. 2, end-user terminals) that request the conference call (see col. 3, lines 4-27); 
determining if sufficient network resources are available to connect the conference call (see col. 
5, lines 17-30, col. 10, lines 13 - col. 12, line 8 and col. 13, line 57 - col. 15, line 28); supporting 
conference calls between three or more endpoints with multi-point control units (104a, 104b, Fig. 
2, MCUs, see col. 3, line 57 - col. 4, line 2); conferencing based on optimal network cost (see 
col. 3, line 67 - col. 4, line 2) and a gatekeeper (108a, Fig. 2, GK1). 

Shaffer does not teach receiving the conference call request by a resource scheduler; and 
accessing a connectivity policy module. 

Rakoshitz teaches a resource scheduler (205, Fig. 2, a FAIR module control) for 
receiving the conference call request by a resource scheduler (205, Fig. 2, a FAIR module 
control, see col. 13, line 57 - col. 14, line 5); and accessing a connectivity policy module (see 
col. 28, lines 15-17). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time invention was 
made, to employ the policy server as taught by Rakoshitz with the Optimized Network 
Telephone Conferencing System of Shaffer to arrive the claimed invention as specified in claim 
9. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide an efficient network 
bandwidth management for the telephone conferencing system for the purpose of avoiding 
congestion in a telecommunication network (see col. 3, line 65 - col. 4, line 16). 

Regarding claim 10, this claim has similar limitations of claim 2. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Rakoshitz for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 2. 

Regarding claim 11, this claim has similar limitations of claim 3. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Rakoshitz for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 3. 

Regarding claim 12, Shaffer and Rakoshitz teaches all limitations set forth in the 
rejection of claim 1 1 . Shaffer further teaches wherein if sufficient network resources are 
available to connect the conference call, the resource scheduler schedules the conference call 
(see col. 4, line 64 - col. 5, line 16). 

Regarding claim 13, this claim has similar limitations of claim 6. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Shaffer for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 6. 
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Regarding claim 14, this claim has similar limitations of claim 7. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Shaffer for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 7. 

Regarding claim 15, Shaffer teaches An Apparatus And Method For Optimal 
Conference Call Renegotiation In Telephony Over LAN Systems. Shaffer teaches a system for 
optimizing network resources for a conference call, comprising: 

means (102a, 102b, 103a, 103b, Fig. 2, end-user terminals) for requesting the conference 
call (see col. 3, lines 4-27); 

means (105, Fig. 3, theMCUC) for receiving the conference call request (step 502, Fig. 
5, see col. 4, line 64 - col. 5, line 16); 

means for determining available network resources (see col. 3, line 67 - col. 4, line 2, col. 
5, lines 17-30, col. 10, lines 13 - col. 12, line 8 and col. 13, line 57 - col. 15, line 28); 

means for determining if sufficient network resources are available to connect the 
conference call based on connectivity policies, the conference call request and the available 
network resources (see col. 3, line 67 - col. 4, line 2, the MCUC determines if conferencing 
based on optimal network cost, col. 5, lines 17-30, col. 10, lines 13 - col. 12, line 8 and col. 13, 
line 57 -col. 15, line 28); 

means for determining whether network resources are optimized by a dynamic cascading 
of the multi-point control units (see col. 3, line 39 - col. 5, line 53, the MCUC 105 determines 
the optimal MCUs to handle all call requests)', and 

means for determining an optimum cascade configuration of the multi-point control units 
(see col. 3, line 39 - col. 5, line 53). 
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Shaffer does not teach means for accessing a connectivity policy module, the 
connectivity policy module having connectivity policies. 

Rakoshitz teaches means (202, Fig. 2, a traffic policy) for accessing a connectivity policy 
module, the connectivity policy module having connectivity policies (see col. 14, line 59 - col. 
15, line 28, admission control and col. 28, lines 15-17). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time invention was made, to 
employ the policy server as taught by Rakoshitz with the Optimized Network Telephone 
Conferencing System of Shaffer to arrive the claimed invention as specified in claim 15. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide an efficient network 
bandwidth management for the telephone conferencing system for the purpose of avoiding 
congestion in a telecommunication network (see col. 3, line 65 - col. 4, line 16). 

Regarding claim 16, Shaffer teaches An Apparatus And Method For Optimal 
Conference Call Renegotiation In Telephony Over LAN Systems. Shaffer teaches a system for 
optimizing network resources for conference calls, comprising: 

a plurality of local area networks (100a, 100b, Fig. 2, two LANs); 

a plurality of endpoints (102a, 102b, 103a, 103b, Fig. 2, end-user terminals) coupled to 
the local area networks for requesting conference calls; 

a plurality of multi-point control units (104a, 104b, MCUs) coupled to the local area 
networks for supporting conference calls between three or more endpoints (see col. 3, line 57 - 
col. 4, line 2); 
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a gatekeeper for determining an optimum cascade configuration for the multi-point 
control units (see col. 3, line 39 - col. 5, line 53, determinig an optimum cascade configuration 
fortheMCUs); and 

a network management system coupled to the gatekeeper for determining whether 
dynamic cascading of the multi-point control units is required for resource optimization (see col. 
3, line 39 - col. 5, line 53). 

Shaffer does not teach a resource scheduler coupled to the local area networks for 
scheduling the conference calls; and a gatekeeper coupled to the resource scheduler. 

Rakoshitz teaches a resource scheduler (205, Fig. 2, a FAIR module control) for coupled 
to local area networks for providing network connectivities via a fair scheduling (see col. 13, line 
57 - col. 14, line 5); and a gatekeeper communicatively coupled to the resource scheduler for 
managing the network resources (see col. 13, line 57 - col. 14, line 5 and col. 28, lines 15-17). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time invention was 
made, to employ the policy server as taught by Rakoshitz with the Optimized Network 
Telephone Conferencing System of Shaffer to arrive the claimed invention as specified in claim 
16. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide an efficient network 
bandwidth management for the telephone conferencing system for the purpose of avoiding 
congestion in a telecommunication network (see col. 3, line 65 - col. 4, line 16). 

Regarding claim 17, Shaffer and Rakoshitz teaches all claimed limitations set forth in 
the rejection of claim 16. Shaffer further teaches wherein each of the plurality of endpoints is a 
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videoconference-enabled device (see col. 2, line 61 - col. 3, line 27, H.323 terminals support 
multimedia conferencing). 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicants 
disclosure. 

Baxley et al. (US 6,646997); Baxley et al. (US 6,879,565); Yachi et al. (US 5,737,010); 
Elliott et al. (US 6,614,781) are cited to show A System and Method for providing Conferencing 
Network Resource Optimization For Multi-Point Conferences. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lee Khuong whose telephone number is 571-272-3157. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9AM - 5PM. 

5. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on 571-272-3 155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

6. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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